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7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on July 7, 
2008 has been entered. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the isolating valve 
structure of claims 1 0 and 25 and the docking station cover of claims 1 5, 30 and 42 
must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
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changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 10 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The material relating to the tank being constructed to be isolated has not 
been sufficiently described or set forth in the disclosure. Paragraph [0025] discusses 
using a valve to isolate a tank but does not discuss the particular arrangement of the 
valve to the rest of the apparatus. The claims set forth that the tank is constructed to be 
pneumatically isolated. It is unclear what the relationship of the valve is to the tank or if 
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the valve is supposed to be and integral and operating part of the tank. The disclosure 
has not provided an enabling disclosure of the required valve and tank structure. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1, 3-9, 11-13, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vitaloni (USPN 4,331 ,883) in view of Eggert (USPN 6,562,509). 

Vitaloni discloses an air compressor (Abstract and Fig. 8) including an electric 
motor (76) and an electrical system including a rectifier74, a switch (94, col. 4 lines 39 
and 40) for selecting the power source to be a electric power cable (80) connected to 
1 10 V 60 Hz supply or connection to a battery (col. 4 lines 27-29). Col. 4 lines 5-18 
make clear that the electric control circuit and the transformer operate as a voltage 
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regulator. In Vitaloni the compressor unit is hand carried. Vitaloni do not disclose that 
the battery includes a docking station and a rechargeable battery. Eggert discloses that 
it is well known to provide rechargeable batteries with a docking station for hand 
operated and remotely used devices. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute a rechargeable battery and 
docking station as taught by Eggert for the generically disclosed battery of Vitaloni in 
order to provide a battery which is renewable. Thus allowing for greater flexibility of use 
and reducing the operating cost of the system. 

With regards to claim 3 the battery of Eggert is clearly capable of use with other 
tools. With regards claims 6 and 7 motor of Vitaloni is set forth as a 12V or 24V motor 
thus it would have been obvious to provide a battery of corresponding voltage. 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious to provide a correctly sized motor and battery 
in dependence upon a particular application. Lastly, with regards to claim 12 the claim 
merely sets forth a desired pressure which is not structurally limiting and which would 
be obvious in dependence upon the desired application. 

With regards to claim 9 the examiner notes that the applicant did not challenge 
the previous taking of official notice which represents an admission that the connection 
of plural batteries in parallel is well known. Additionally, the use of plural docking 
stations is a mere duplication of parts. 

With regards to claim 15 the examiner gives official notice that covers are well 
known and that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a 
cover for added protection. 
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Claims 1 -9, 1 1 , 1 2, 1 5-24, 26, 27, 30-38, 42 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Kim et al (USPAP 2003/0059320) in view of Leighton 
et al (USPN 6,676,382) and Eggert (USPN 6,562,509). 
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Kim et al discloses an air compressor (121 and Fig. 17) including an electric 
motor (101) and an electrical system including a switch (note [0051]) for selecting the 
power source to be a electric power cable (105) or connection to a battery. Kim et al 
discloses that the compressor delivers air to a tank (130). Kim et al do not disclose that 
the battery includes a docking station and a rechargeable battery or that there is a 
rectifier and voltage regulator and the switch automatically causing the motor to operate 
from a battery coupled to the docking station if no electricity is applied. As set forth in 
the previous office action Leighton discloses a electric power supply having a switch 
which automatically uses a battery if no electricity is supplied and a rectifier and a 
voltage regulator. Eggert discloses that it is well known to provide rechargeable 
batteries with a docking station for hand operated and remotely used devices. At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
substitute a electric circuit as taught by Leighton for the generic circuit of Kim et al as a 
well know selection circuit which will continuously supply power and to utilize a 
rechargeable battery and docking station as taught by Eggert for the generically 
disclosed battery of Kim et al in order to provide a battery which is renewable. Thus 
allowing for greater flexibility of use and reducing the operating cost of the system. 

With regards to claim 3, 18 and 32 the battery of Eggert is clearly capable of use 
with other tools. With regards claims 6, 7, 21 , 22, 35 and 36 the examiner gives official 
notice that batteries having a voltage 12 to 24 Volts are well known. Furthermore, it 
would have been obvious to provide a correctly sized motor and battery in dependence 
upon a particular application. Lastly, with regards to claims 12 and 27 the claims merely 
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sets forth a desired pressure which is not structurally limiting and which would be 
obvious in dependence upon the desired application. 

With regards to claims 9, 24 and 38 the examiner notes that the applicant did not 
challenge the previous taking of official notice which represents an admission that the 
connection of plural batteries in parallel is well known. Additionally, the use of plural 
docking stations is a mere duplication of parts. 

With regards to claims 15, 32 and 42 the examiner gives official notice that 
covers are well known and that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to provide a cover for added protection. 

Claims 10, 13, 25, 28 and 40, as understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kim et al in view of Leighton et al and Eggert 
as applied to claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of Cherry et al (USPN 
6,991,437). 
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Kim et al in view of Leighton et al and Eggert set forth the invention substantially 
as claimed as set forth above. Kim et al in view of Leighton et al and Eggert do not set 
forth that there are two tanks or that the compressor can be hand carried. Cherry 
discloses an air compressor system having two tanks (124) which can be hand carried 
(see 150). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to utilize two tanks in order to provide the correct capacity for the device which 
will be driven by the compressed air and also to make the device hand portable for ease 
of use. 

Claims 2, 17-24, 26-28, 30-40 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Vitaloni in view of Eggert as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Leighton. 

Vitaloni in view of Eggert discloses the invention substantially as claimed as set 
forth above. Vitaloni do not disclose that the switch automatically causes the motor to 
operate from a battery coupled to the docking station if no electricity is applied. As set 
forth in the previous office action Leighton discloses an electric power supply having a 
switch which automatically uses a battery if no electricity is supplied. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute a 
electric circuit as taught by Leighton for the generic circuit of Vitaloni as a well know 
selection circuit which will continuously supply power. 

With regards to claim 18 and 32 the battery of Eggert is clearly capable of use 
with other tools. With regards claims 21, 22, 35 and 36 the examiner gives official notice 
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that batteries having a voltage 12 to 24 Volts are well known. Furthermore, it would 
have been obvious to provide a correctly sized motor and battery in dependence upon a 
particular application. Lastly, with regards to claim 27 the claim merely sets forth a 
desired pressure which is not structurally limiting and which would be obvious in 
dependence upon the desired application. 

With regards to claims 24 and 38 the examiner notes that the applicant did not 
challenge the previous taking of official notice which represents an admission that the 
connection of plural batteries in parallel is well known. Additionally, the use of plural 
docking stations is a mere duplication of parts. 

With regards to claims 32 and 42 the examiner gives official notice that covers 
are well known and that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide a cover for added protection. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Cronin and Molina et al disclose battery operated compressor 
systems. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles G. Freay whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4827. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 A.M. to 
5:30 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Devon Kramer can be reached on 571-272-71 18. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Charles G Freay/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3746 

CGF 

September 30, 2008 



